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Claim 12 is objected to because it changes the terminology of reference numeral 
(12) from "housing" as recited in claim 1 to "box." 

Claim 10 is objected to because the "at below" language is confusing. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,2, 6-9, and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Moberg '948 (Moberg) in view of Nesler et al. (Nesler). 

Moberg discloses the device of claim 1 with the exception of the type of particular 
material (3) used in the housing. However, as disclosed by Nesler it is known in the art 
to use rubber particulate material, which the examiner takes official note of as an 
adhering material with regard to spent projectiles. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have used such a material as Moberg's material 3 to stop and 
contain projectiles. Concerning the limitation as to "stationary non-flowable" in claim 1, 
note Col. 3, lines 37-42 of Moberg. The angle of the device may be such that no means 
is necessary to prevent movement of the particulate material. This inherently means 
that the angle is less than the angle of repose and that the material is not flowable. 

Concerning claim 2, note that Nesler teaches a rectangular housing above the 
container for supplying particular material and which includes a resilient front layer 51 . 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have provided such with 
Moberg's device as well to supply particulate material to the container. 
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Regarding claim 7, note Fig. 3, which shows the perpendicular member at the 
front of the housing. 

With regard to claims 8 and 9, as can be seen in Fig. 2 of Nesler an L-shaped 
wall supports a lid (L-shaped bracket at top of wall 92). Wall 92, protruding downardly 
from the lid/bracket is considered the downwardly protruding protector. 

Concerning claim 1 1, the top edge of Moberg's housing is considered the 
horizontal segment. 

Regarding claim 12, the bottom surface of Moberg's housing is considered the 
area disposed outside the box. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the art 
as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of O'Neal. Claim 1 is obviated for the 
reasons explained in the claim 1 rejection with the exception of the inclined diverter. 
However, as disclosed by O'Neal such, 30, below the target area is known in the art. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have provided such below 
targets on Moberg's device as well to prevent ricochets from the structure below the 
targets. 

Claims 3-5 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Larson, Moberg 761 and Vertanness have been cited for interest because they 
disclose similar devices. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Mark S. 
Graham at telephone number 571-272-4410. 
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Mark S. Graham 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3711 



